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fell due is wilfully destroyed, whether literally or leg-
ally, e. g.3 by exchange, its zakat must be paid (daman} ^
irrespective of whether the value received in exchange is
still in the hands of the owner or whether it has been ac-
cidentally destroyed. This is because, unlike the case of
accidental destruction where the zakat debt lapses, in wilful
destruction there is no ground for such leniency to the
owner since he has wilfully destroyed a property in which
the poor had a right. Besides literal destruction, these
acts also are considered by the law as wilful destruc-
tion : Exchange of sawaim animals against sawafim animals
of the same or a different genus, or against gold or silver or
articles of trade ; and exchange of articles of trade against
other than articles of trade. The ground for this is that the
zakat of sawafim animals attaches to the animals themselves
and not to their value and so their exchange amounts to
their literal destruction.2 In general, exchange of wealth
(mal) on which a year's zakat has fallen due for wealth
that is not subject to zakat, such as slaves intended for per-
sonal use, or for no consideration whatever, as in the case
of a gift, or for other than wealth (mal), such as marriage
price, is considered wilful destruction.* There has been
dispute as to whether it is a case of wilful destruction to
keep one's sawa'im animals from forage and water until
they perish.4

It is not however a case of wilful destruction to exchange
one article of trade for another, even if the articles ex-

1 Daman legally means that if the property destroyed is of the class
of fungible (mithli) goods, it is made good in terms of its like, and if
it is of the class of non- fungible (gfwt) goods, in terms of its value
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